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oL Stuglent unrest of the- ],660'5 overshadowed an‘event wh1ch I~
. ’l -~ / Y
would have more impact on Zhang1ng the character of hlgher educa-
/

tion than any of the widel

reported campus confrontat1ons. The
rapid growth of‘the comm nity college ddring this decade was to
siénifjcantly alter the long traditional system of higher education
in America.- In 1958, the number of students_enrolled in two-year
colleges was close to 375,000. In 1968, this figure had climbed
to‘over‘l,800,000. i4;l] By 1973, nearly thirty per cent of the
students enrolled in institutions of highet education were in two-
year colleﬁés, or clOse‘to 3 million. [24,10] It has been esti- i
mated that by 1979 one in every 2.5 students enrolling for the ]
first time in hlgher education will be in a communlty college. ,1
110, 441 I | ~ i
A}vast maJor1ty of these students will be rn transfer programs. 3
At present ‘it 1s est1mated that over two-thirds are in such %
programs. [24,18] It should be noted that in some states the i
figure is cons1derably less than th1s nat1onal average. In |
Virginia, for example, somewher'e in the neighborhood of thlrty . |
per cent are enrolled in trad1tlonal transfer .programs. A remark

should be‘made about.tﬁ1s, howevér. That 1s, the door has now

bee

opened for those stildents in ‘certain community college

technical brogramiL}n'Virginia to transfer to a sttate university ' K
offering a baccalauréate déegree in technology. ’

With this changing scene in higher education comes monumen-

tal transfer problems. Many of'the_hurdles encountered by

¥

students wishing to t(ansfer from a two-year college to a fouf-

Pl |

s . N ! . . ..
year institution cause considerable frustration. Originally,

. ! .
/ < ’
- .
i . . [
B I » .
* . ' . »




- the educational opportunities extended by the combined.system of

from sheer parochialism rather than hbnest.efforts in develoeiy@

. : 2
13 - ' : N ,
these students are lured to the community colleges-by policies of
oﬁen access andnaccommodation; however, in many cases laterl
attempts at transfer to upper division colleges'are met with o {

I
“n !

limited access. Transfer often means loss of credits, time, money,

and even enthusiasm. _In order for students to fully benegfit from

two-year and four-year instifutioné ar%lculetion problems'muEt

be minimized. g
Interest in transfer.problehs extends beyond thal of the

students to society ifi geﬁeral. Professor James Wattenberger of.

the University of Florida related to this matter when he.stated:

The "¢ontinued concern evidenced in many places about the cost of
education will make jt even more necessary to eliminate-articu-

lation problems,...! Smooth transfer from one [1nst1tut10n] to
another will be essential in order to conserve the avallable
resources for productive. activities. The person who- prov1des .

support will not be satisfied with fallure rates and elimination’
procedures which have been common in the past, especially if such
procedures can be eliminated through soundly developed articula-

tion procedures. [33,168] ‘

]

As much as the individuals may deny-it, many of the debilita-
ting issues in articulation are the result of the lack of under- .

standing by faculty and administratqfs of the mission of .either-

the .sending or receiving school. ,Bérriers ta\transfer reshltiné

,‘,:’i . . . V4
creditable procedures continue to hamper the students' shooth

transition. L

This)lack of underetanding is especially true on the pért of -
the four-year college faculty and admlnlstratlon._ Accordlng to -

Dr. Leslie Malpass of V1rg1n1a Polytechnlc Instltute and State

Uniyersity: . . ‘ I




| There is a '{Jbiquitous lack of information, among the four-year college
faculty members, department heads, and college curriculum committees,
about the nature, scope, and quality of two- -year college curricula.

- * This is compounded by a sometimes smug and patronizing attitude
N /) toward two-year colleges in general. [3235] S Y
. On the other hand, two-year college faculty in some instances do
not fully understénd, or are not sympathetic to, the fact.that
mnot all'four-;ear‘cqlleges aj&iuniversities have the same mission \
and that some institutions that ate especially restrictive or ‘
elitist should remain so. [19 36][32 5] ) ‘
Many of the articulation problems.resultlng from such biases
within academia can be e11m1nated~by external, and in some instances
self-serving, motivations. Examples of such motivationsﬁare:
1. situations of dwindliné enrollments in foﬁr-year: .
public and private institutions, . { :(
' 2. existence of mandates to public institutions to
modify their trdnsfeér policies, and
3., attractiveness of two-year colleges depende upon
their success . rate in transferring student to
senior institutidHs. [7, 14] J/ ‘ '
* What are the Issues of Articulation? ° 7 ., ‘
So far there .has beéen né attempt'tg;jaentify atticulatioﬁ
h N N
problems és they pertain to the transition from a two~yeaf to a
senior égxlege pther than to indicate that they cover any hurdles
encountgred in the process.. This paper‘will be‘cqncerned primarily
Qith onl; one specific difficulty arising out of 'such a transfer. )
“But for purpdses~of perspective an effort will be made to identify
the major issues\eminating ffom the procedute, As a matter of v
~ -
. . fact, one of the biggest probléhs in this whole area is the—?ctual
e »
recognltlon of sources ofﬁdlfflculty on any partlcular campus.
In short, a sound academic artzculatzon procedure i8 one which
o .
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faailitate" the stuﬂeht'S'progress from his first year in @, - '
e ..
communzty coZZege %hrough his last year and baccalaureate degree
. from a coilege or uwtverstty in the shortest posstble time and
» k: 4

tn'a,mgnner conducive to proper academzc standards.
3

< Of gburse éaﬁi§sién to a senior institution Is the primary
.y ' v
step which 2 student «from a two year school must make. All other

IS IS s

questlons of art1cu1at10n are moot if access to an upper division

.
s

<Y program 1s.den1ed. ;In a number of states the associate degree
granted by an accredited community college is sufficient evidence,

Y - R * -

. ,together,kin.some,ihétances; withla particular required grade

point'averégefifor'admisSion to a<;tétencoilege Oor university.
. . 'In his recent’ book Mlddleman in Higher Education, Frederick K1ntzer
5 , . »

. has predlgtqd a,rapld increase im the acceptance of the associate

3

..'. . . T"
. degree Qur admission by four-year colleges and universities

w:;{B;oughout the5éﬁpn€t§ to the point where it will be commonplace

’

,by the end of the Qecadé;' [13,161]

_,( * .One of the most recent examples of this trend is in thle state

. -
% - M

. of Virginia. Here 'the Admission and Articulation Committee of
; the‘Staté Council of Higher Eduqation on July 12, 1974,,approved

" the following .report from one of its sub-committees:

The Associate,in Arts and Associate in Science degrees from Virginia

Community Colleges should be recognized by all ‘senior institutions

of higher education...and policies should be developed which reflect

a commitment to provide Community College graduates who have earned

, Lt either an Associate in g&ts or Science degree the opportunlty to

’ epursue a baccalaurcate degree program for which the student is
quallfled at one of Virginia*s four-year colleges and universities .

_in which space is available. [28] :

o ~

s

It - should be,noted that thls does not guarantee that a student in
)
-+ Virginia with an A A. or A.S. degree will be accepted at a state
T3 . ' . ’
unlver51ty, but it establishes the groundwork for changing attitudes..

-

s
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In discussing 'th¢ admission of a two-year college student\
2 / .- -

who'has completed a'prescribed college transfer program, to a four-

" year institution, it is generally assumed that-he will do so with

- - ) . N .

. advanced standing. In fact the Guidelines for'Improving Articu- L

.

lat1on Between Junion and Senior Colleges publ1shed by the Jbint,
l e
Committee of the Junior and Sen1or Colleges in 1966, made this

” 3 : x . : hd - 3 3 \ - '
,.specific recommendation. [11,9] Admission, .however, to a senior
.. > .

institution !"'with junior class stand}ngh in no way guarantees that

b

thé student will don the baccalaureate robe in’two years. All too
l - ‘ - "

often’'this realization comes ‘as a. severe blow to the transfer Coe

student, : . 3 ' s ol

. for
Junior class Stand1ng and degree requ1rements are qu1te

<

d1fferent matters. #Junior standing mdy mean Very 11ttle to the‘

-

student or it may meang that an agreement has beén T ached ‘between
the send1ng and reCe1vihg_}nst1tut1ons or between the student and

the receiving institution that no add1t1onal general educat1on,
.7

courses are ‘required. . . .
. T <

Perhaps one of the maJor shortcom1ngs 1dent1f1ed in the
granting of junior standing is the'Eoﬁrse placement in the senior
institutions. Th1s relates to the sh1ft1ng of ‘some- lower d1v1s1on

. courses to upper d1v1s1on courses. wh1ch were equ1va1ent to the
a
community colleges courses. [5, 2] The result is either the
" v
repeating of a course - -already taken o; s1mply the delaying of that

€

which could alréady have been taken. .

\. °~ Thus, -as indicated, the admission process alone,to a senior
institution,'even-with'junior standing,'does not tell the whole
story about articulation. Some additional pressing issues in

?
articulation w1ll be- br1efly descr1bed here. :

. -
. -

. . M -

. .o * 7 *
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The first task in facilitating a smooth transition should

'begin early ih a student's COmmunity college experience. Counsel-

~\I
A #

o

'1nd1v1dua1 -attention g1ven‘t6 the studenf, ﬁhlch“he‘must not

‘expect to get in a isenlor 1nst1tut10n.

.held at VPI & SU iast year, said:

1ng the student about curr1cu1ar demands and differences in thc
-w N “ AR
four-year college to which he is transferrlng helps prepare the >

student for his future transfer. Also, the community college should -

5

‘assyre that the student develops study habits and becomes accustomed .

B
[ i -
.

to academic procedures in a manner comparable to the native'

.

students in the lower-division program in the school he will later .
L]

‘. i . N
° -

be attendlng/" ¢ .*: ' 4 o .

-

In short an. a11 out” attempt should be made to prepare the ;

N

student not only apademlcally but psychologlcally and procedurally

5
for events to come in the senlor\dnstltutlon. Because of the open

door policy in most cohmunlty colleges there is of. necesslty much
/
1

i

A gradual weaning and . Cd
.. . . \. ’ Ad

encouragement of indepemdence must take place as he progresses

through his two years to better prepare him for the educational

!
1
, , .
tasks ahead. ’ T Lo i
. I ‘ ) - ) ) , ' ! |
Following this sort of .preparation for trawsfer is the point ;
- : Loe .
at which the-four-year school should taKe oVer, after transfer. |

Dr. Malpass, in addressing this issue at an-articulation conference. -

-

- .

v T ’ ’ - ' 1

The data.about the academic performance of transfer students imply -

that th¢ four-year schools ought to give special attention to trans- . |
fer students. ,In fact, 1 wonder, whether at the department level, |
i.e. where the interaction is, there is any effort made to give
other than routine-:assistance to transfer students.. Other than
noting the transcript, xt is entirely possible that many, if not,
mdst, department advisors pay scant attention to the *special needs
of this group. This deserves ‘discussion, I believe, at this confer-
ence but even more, after we disband today, among the faculties of
the four-year colleges. [32] - N




v

L3

- Agaln referrlng to the 1966 Cu1de1!nes of‘tho Joint Commlttoc on

Junior, and Senlor Collcgﬁs, a ‘number of spoc;flc recommcndatlons

%
'

P

-

~were mado ooncernlngvthe counsellng of transfer studonts Ry the

»
»’

senior institutions, pointing out‘their special needs. [11 13 "15]

These two lssues, preparing students—for transfex and T

» \

assisting their adJustment after transfer, 1nvolve much more than

the, adm1n1strat1ve problems of evaluation of academlc credit, lack.

v

of standardlzed gradlng systems credit by examlnatlon
and agrcement on what constitutes general ‘education requ1rements

‘The two/areas of responslbllrty mentloned above for both the two-

L 3 . . ‘
and four-year institutions bear heavily on their need to sée that

‘

the adjustment to a new academic atmosphere does not impede the

‘student's progress. Ihere will ' be no attempt in this paper, to

' —

dlSCUSS any orocedures for' the two-year college-in preparing the

.student for transfer or the four year college in assisting in hlS

AN

adyustmentﬁ It should be noted, however, that this is an issue,
TR ) . . . . N
[ ‘

- \in articulation which gets very little attention either in the

-
-

11terature or in, actual pract1c4

L 4

Several spec1f1c artlculatlon issues hayefnow been identified.-
{

, S

There are still other problems whlch roqulre resolution. r - .
. College;must consider’ the rathér thorny questlon of transfer of |

vocatlona1=techn1ca1 courses for credit in 1nst1tutlons with &on-

vocational programs. Can some of these courses be 1dent1 ied as

",

: - LIRS -

having enough.academic elements to be' classified as fittigg into a
1 . . .

. non-vocational curriculum? [7,11][32] Presently elective credit
within an established ‘maximum is ‘being given for such-courses by

siveral Fo%leges and” universities throughoqt the country. [12,37]

- Of particular importa%ce to the whole question of open

\ . . ' ) ) . - . ) . o C i

. o : . ' ' . . ‘
ERIC . .9 |

' L3 ' Ay ¢
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access and oqual opportunlty for hlgbor cducatian is the issuc of:
# N N - " Y
financial ald Such a551staqce may(not follow the ncedy studcents

to the new ﬁns@;tut1on Invmany'four year colleges and universities
/
£5panc1al aid’ processes are set up prlmarlly for 1ncbm1ng freshmen.

Much of the aid money - avallable may already be commltted to native

/ —
\ . stugents. Thls is certainly, another artlculathp problom which
‘ « e
must be resolved to assure. that the educatlon of students from fu
% 1
: \
- . .the two- year colleges is not tcrmlnated prIor\to the baccalaureate P

‘degree because of fipances.” [18M17][7 14- 15][2,18] = ‘, . &*

Certalnly one .may make a much more exhaustlve list of issues

N . - . » 1)
-

4n articulation than has’been presentod here.\ The intent has not
. . . ' . .- e
been.,to cover the spectrum but rather to point out the fact that

thert'ls much more to thlS two year/four.xear college tranF1t1on . ..
- A .
than the mere admlss1on of the communlty college studenf into an

upper-d1V1slon program; albeit, ‘this in itself can be a maJor ) (5
L1 a N < . "

problem. . - ', | o . ; 1,2\7" ,«?rr“‘
, ) o . C

.The Articulation Problem Relabﬁng to the QZademic Major

N

. There 1is oneJother barr1or“go‘satisfactory articulation which 4
- - 4

has purposely been left to Lasﬁ It is siugled out bec e it is"
‘d/aw§ L

the one to which most profe551onal t1me is devoted and the one S
. ' £

. !

-« which continues to cause the most’ confllct between sendlng and -

2

ﬁ . A
rece1v1ng 1nst1tutlons w1th the student in the mlddle ThlS issue -

pertains to the transfer of courses requ1red fQr part1cular acaddnlc

- v

maJors or ﬁrogramSl

-

*

y .
.o . If one wére to take for fact the view of Dorothy Kneell and .

[

Charlos McIntyre eXpressed in thelr recent book 'Planning CollegLs

. for the Communkgy, he would belreve that most of the academic

; P—

1 ' o

.
. . . .. ) .. . m_\
r s -+ o IS
.o -
. - s




o . ‘ 1

> ‘ : .

problems wcere being handled well in transfer programst They'
/ ©
. rather categorlcally stated thlﬂ X ’ y ~ \\"
Transfer programs, whlle one of the most successﬁpl programs, should .
also be cxamined in-light of students' actual needs. Considerable
community college staff time is devoted cagh year to maintaining good
artlculatlon with baccalaurcate 1nst1tut1&%s to which the largest
. numbers of their students tzansfer Articulation agrecements insure
the acceptance of courses aqd credits gained by students completing
community college programs. Lower d1v1slon programs in important g
transfer majors are reviewed to insure that{community college
programs are indeed parallel to the prOgra;E offered .by the transfer °
institutions. The results of the program viéws and articulation
agreements appear ds recommendatlons in cqpmunlty college catalogs.
Students can then select both maJOE and transfer institutions when .
_they enter a community college, and if' they follow the prescribed . . “
program for the particular institution, they are assured:of full ‘
credit and no time loss in making up requirements when they transfer.. ]
{15,118-119]

» \ . A

.

‘The matter of'prerequisites‘or lower-division requirements

a

for .a major has perhaps caused more frustratlon to the transfer

student than any other aspect of articulation. This is. érlmarlly

. : i . , y 4
~the result of ‘the senior college inshstlng that the community
: 13

céllege student match closely his work with that of the lower:
g

division courses in the seniqr college. Knoegl and McIntyre have

" ignored the fact that -the current -literature is replete with

articles #and portioﬁs of books devoted t® this very ﬁfoblem with * ol

. Wried and sundry suggestions for its solutdon. o

- >

The ?greements between sendlng and receiving 1nst1tut10ns

referred 'to By Knoell and Mclnfyre, can‘ge fruitful, but there are .

1 ] \ -

many problems related to this.. Wattenbarger has observed that

.

"even where agreements are successfully worked out their stability ,

is often-lacking. Changes in pérsonnel of the‘agreeing schools™ |
s " - ;

may invalidate an agreement. Precedents may not be honored: .

4

.

[33,156-157‘13 . . . ' 5
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\Also Jt issuc in.course transfer.ﬁs theﬂrequipénont that the

. community college courses 1in a transfer program be parallel to:
Q s L] 4 N
those in the senior 1nst1tut;on 'a situation accepted as valld

14
by Knoell and McIntyre as well as by a large number/pf persons

-

ﬂassoc1ated w1th senior 1nsﬁ1tutlons. Its validity, however has

. been:challenged recently by many wr1ters on the subject.
| - .
W1th .senior colleges establlshlng such varied requ1rements

for their majors, and the resultant” d1ff1culty in reallzlng such

/

a match, many transfer studeg;s spend somet}mes as much as five ‘ o f
and six semeste S 1n the upper diviston. Frequently the transfer<f£7r\

student will spend much of his junior year Eaklng lower division . 5

A’

courses which he e1ther did not take in the communlty ‘college or -

P

d1d take but was dénied transfer. credit. Both of these sltuﬂllons.

o
-

, cause much student consternation, . - . .
. % . ..

Often the student has taken onuialth the advice pf communlty

. coll ge counselors as to the approprlateness of his course of

LY

study for.a particular major only to f1nd that he must take addi-

i

|

tional lower-division.work or must repeaf'parallel courses because ﬁ
{ |
|

|

1

l

J

l

|

|

3

the content was consldEred 1nadequate or 1nappropr1ate by he
- ¢
» senior 1nst1tut10n. -The situation regard1ng cred1t for. general

"1
educatlon courses which parallel those of the senior institution
» ‘ ) ‘Q?
is improving rapidly. The real problem which exists today, concerns
lower-division courses requ1red for a part/;u}ar major. Further

A Y

compoundlng the situation As that in some tases transfer students

. . - . \
may be requ1red by cetrtain departments to take competency tests

cover1ng*barallel coursesiwhich they have taken in the community

) .
college. W. Todd Furniss, director of the Offlce of Academ1c -

? ! :
Affairs of the American-‘Council on Education appropriately -
o . ’ . ')/ . . |
B : . ¥ )




f - . o . ~ A1

. a ) .

questloned "whether the r1g1d1ty of some institutions in insist-
» ’

ing -on dup11cate courses w1th1n an academ1c program before trans-

°

. fer credlt is granted 1s reasonable.? ‘[7 11] ‘
In.most 1nstances.senlor colleges throughout the country-have
assumed the role of spec1fy1ng what courses, and the content,
thereof -are appropr1ate for lower division programs lead1ng to

n an*upper-d}v1slon.major. Medsker and Tlll%ry, authors of Breaking

the Acceyss. Barrier, expressed the concern that '"transfer
programs, of numerous Junlor colleges are too closely modeled after

those of staée unlversatles to fit the needs of many students with'

h1gh schoo [21 58] They express the belief that now is the

time for new accOmmodatlons between faculti®s of two- and- four year
institutions. N . -
. - y - -

oIt 1s reasonable to belleve that a commun1ty college approach

to course. substan&e may very likely better prepare its particular

- \

.students for an upper - level ‘major than one deslgned by the senior

4

.institution. K1ntzer observed that "pressure to conform to

un1verslty course outllnes h1nders the commun1ty college in de51gn-

- 1ng work approprlate to student needs and in exper1ment1ng with
new curr1cula and teachrng technlgues. [13 26] L
| Certa1nly there is a need for mutual respect between the

;facuit1es of -the two ‘léveds of institutions and increased under-

4 [

ostanding of their respective missions. Both bodies are profes-
Siorfals and should regard each other as such for-the ultimate

benzgpt of the student. Iteis e#ident- however that the communlty

-

college is the newcomer on the ‘'scene and as such must prove

.f"

» 1tself..
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K1ntzer has commented on tth by lentrng out that ‘the success

of’transfer students in the senlor institutions is .the pr1mary

N
- s"

mover in the general acceptance of communlty college transfer

programs by such institutions. [13,13] He has offfred the adv1ce 1;

that even though the "work in the two}institutions need not and -

advisable if the transfer student is to4h£ve a fair opportunity
to’conpetesin the upper:division:" _f13,I4] He further has
emphaﬁ&zed that "few c%mmunity colleges however have facedgthe
pbligation of providrng equal opportunity of success." [13,1?]

A number %f articulatian issues have'heen identified in the
preceding paragraphs. \A specific prepbsal for solution of the
transfer problem which relates to the academic maior will be
offered in the last secticn of this paper. .But first, a brief <
overview Qf current efforts at improving .articulation will be .

given for purposes of setting the scene for such a plan.

Efforts at. Articulation - - - -

®

Efforts at improving articulation mdy be classified as

. - -

national, state, or loc¢al in scope. The federal government to.

& .
date has not offered any appreciable assistance in this area.

should not be parallel or imitative,...equal rigor is certainly :
i
|
%
|
|
p
|
1

Occasiona} grant money is provided Perhaps the best known HEW
funded pfO)ect was that undertaken by Leland Medsker"and Dorothy. ;

Knoell in 1964. Gut df'thelr research came the publication

P

Factors Affectlng,Performance of - Transfer Students 4rom Two- and
'z

Four-Year Colleges: With Implications for Coordination and Arti-

culation.' [16] _“-3-’ . . -

A more recent effort was the A1r11e House Conference, held

- {

R -
v . . .
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in Warrenton, Virginia, -Dccembor 2-4, 19737 "The conferchC members

) '\"

considered the issue: "How-tan ‘the poiic1es and practices in”

e ~-

<

postsecondary education be mod1f1ed to accommodate better. the needs .

»,.‘P LY

-

,of students who xn 1ncrea51ng numbers transfer ‘from one 1nst1tu-

fes

’ tion to anoth&r7” ’Ehe conference was funded JOlntly by the Assoc1-

£y

ation Transfgr Group, the Carnegie Corporation of/New York the

= , -~

Exxon Foundation, and the Federal Interagency Committee .on Educa—
t‘...' " /’, //»\ :’,A, - s - _, .y

tlont\v o -7 e, "‘ - . s .
PR - - - - g

P g /”‘/. o7 co . T, . .:.'
Some natiofal proféssional organizations 1in subject matter -

Y PRI : : :
areas have sponsored pfbgrams on articulation. For example, the

é@mmission on Undergraduate Education in the Biological Sc1ences

(CUEBS) established the Panel on Biology in the Two Year College

-

-

The Panel recommended P '_ - .

—
-

- / N ®
CUEBS should initiate and guide efforts to spgwr “one or more '
conferenices with the purpose of constructing appropriate models
for effective on-going articulation between two-. and four- year

institutions. [9,40] : rr s o

] ' . 7

>

-

A model for articulation has resulted from two such conferences.
J T ‘ ‘ v . .-
The Mathematical Association of America through its Committee

on the Undergraduate Program in Mathematics published in 1969

A Transfer Curriculum in Mathematics for Two- Year Colleges.

=
A Ar . \ . ‘

Financ1a; support was provided by the National Science Foundation.
FEN . [} N A [ .
To date<the.adoption of this-curriculum. by.two-year colleges- has

not been w1desoread '[20] ‘ . h . ‘ .';4

-——— . ‘ o [ON

-

o ——— 'Y-..‘

Another EXample'of a—profe551onal association effort at R

R — § \

articulating two- and four-year college academic programS'has been

-

o -

e o
in the area of‘telecommunlcations.- This however, was a state-

—— » »

wide effort 1n.Ca11forn1a. In 1970 the Joint ,Committee for

———
———————

Articulatlng-Undexgradgate TeIecommunications was established under




the sponsorshlp of the Western Lducation Socrcty for Feloéommunl-

cations., The ‘result has.been N
> . . ) ¥ .

. Ay loose-1leaf notcbook outlining -the broadcast curr@éulum offerinés\
and equipment and facilities of all two- year 1nst1tut10ns in southern
California has been prepared and sent to all proadcasting departments
‘It is hoped that,this standardization of couxseé along with ‘equipment,
lists will enable four-year colleges to e11m1nate some of the unnececs-
sary transfer d1ff1cu;t1es telécom students enc0unter [8,308-309]

. If one reseanched the efforts of profe551ona1 organizations
- . ) / \, N
he would find that man\ of them “are recogn1z1ng that articuTation -

W1th1n a subject- matier area is a serious problem ‘and one.ln wblch

1I as no more than an_in tlgator~of”

J—

they can be of aSslstance ’

plannlng These efforts have obV1ously been the result of 1nactlon

on the part of state planners and the 1nst1tut10ns themselves to

do very much” in the area of aftlculatlon W1thln academlc programs

- ~

State_planning efforts for art1culatlon may vary extensively

- from formal state- w1de plans and 1cg\;1y mandated procedures between

pub11c two- year colleges and four year 1nst1tut10ns as in Florida,

‘Texas, and Illinois to no state machlnery_for eyen\xoluntary agree- .

. - N >~ . .

ment in a number of states. California established an'articulation
A i . ‘-‘ \\\'. '..' N
conferen;e in the 1930's,and task fqQrces in nearly every subject

area have been established for some time nith the resnlt tnat artii
‘cuiation of programs is being. fairly well handled even though . ‘%

..

System. By the.end of 1972 only twenty states had specific art1-

AN

community colleges_have no general agreement with the State College i
J
ouiation plans, either formal, -mandated, or voluntary. [26, £49]

- [22,42][13, 47 and 107] _ |
Lo Two Tecedt books provide detailed data concerning‘the‘varioﬁs; T
state plans for articulation. These are State Community College {

3 \ . . i . - :

'Systemsl Their Role and Operation in Seven States by William

&

~ -
-~ ' . - ~
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Morsch.ang Fréderick Kintzer's Middleman in Higher Education

which ingpart is a handbook of articulation procedures in the

fiftyrstates and the District of Columbia. ‘ -
Articglation in Florida is quite sophisticated. Florida was
the first.state to develop and 1mplement a state- W1de agreenent
,on genpral education requirements., In 1965 the State Board of
Education approved an articulation agreement guaranteeing junior
college transfers acceptance as juniors by the state universities.
In 1971 tie state board approved a new plan which encompasses the

1965 aggeement.and set forth a number of mew.policies intended to

facilitate transfer from the'junior.to senior institutions. [13,36]

The Florida Artifulation Coordinating Committee, on which
the university and community colleges are represented resolves
problems and coordinates practices relating to specific disc1plines.
(22,62] Although Florida would seem to have a well developed
articnlation procedure, a number of problems exist. One such
problem is the defining of academic courses and the determination
tof mﬁich courses should be taugnt in community colleges and which
in the university. [13340]
P In:%oth‘California and Michigan the voluntarx agreements
' approach preyailsz The voluntary type of articulation relies
extensiVe1y~0n regular and subject-matter liaison committees,which
may be tempdrary or permanent to recommend policies and procedures
which the schools may agree to adopt. Procedures‘tnen are by
agreement and not edict from a state board of higner education or-

same other state coordinating body. In Michigan, as Kintzer

has pointed out, there is a spirit of cooperation among the two-

year and four-year institutions. Tt is interesting that this is

+
»

i
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in spite of the fact that authority for coursc transfer detgrmina-

tion rests with the yeceiving 1nst1tut10n [13,102] K;ntzer,
however, a11u4ed to some problems whcn he related that‘there is
increasing evidence thatfthe future'njll bring greater control by
state agencies," with certain limits imposed on the autonomy of
the staté colleges and universities. [13,106] .
. In the foreg01ng paragraphs a rather cursory survey of arti-
culation attempts on a state- w1de basis has been presented In’
some states where np particular plans exist there are often bila-
teral agreenents being made between institutions: It should be

noted that even in a state such as California wherge thére has

been.a long higtory of community colleges and wherfe articulation

. has long been a state-wide concern, even though voluntary, there

-

are still independent groups as mentioned earlier attempting to
articglate within particular disciplinesnwhereasituations have
been somewhat .less than desirable. This would indicate that-
transfer problems, esﬁeeially as they pértainqtoyentry into an

academic program'are still with us. The Airlie House Conference

held 1n 1973 substantlates this..

.aa

J

K1ntzer be11eves that the development of sound ‘articulation

S

procedures should be thrqugh voluntary agreements, that "the most

"effective articulation is invariably the result of a-carefully

developed partnership in education." [13,162] He however agrees

with the statement made in Guidelines for Improving Articulation

Between the Junior and Senior Colleges that 'certain outside.

]

pressures for compulsory coordination may...arise unless voluntary
agreements are reached and translateg, into appropriaté action."

[11,6] Mandated articulation enforced by a state agency is the

@

)
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least acceptable solution as far as Kintzer.is concerncd.- [13,124}

To him articulation is both a process and an attitude and only

. o . ) .
through mutual respect can successful articulation plans be deve-

10p¢d. ) o * T N o N

»

Attitudes, however, are slow to change. Robert Brooker of

Southern Illinois University has addressed hiTself to tPis matter.
To expect rapid progress 1in subject-mattér articulation,'he.
stated '"would ignoré the necessitx tq’?réak down the arEificial
barriers eétablished‘by the academiéians:“ [5,248] Aiéo} as

pointed out earlier in the paper, voluntary agreements may exist

only during the tenure of those personnel participating in their

.
-

adoption:‘ ‘ oo . ' : 1

A pe}sonal note pérhaps'is appropriagé here. Kintzer described
the Virginia plan for two-yea{/féur-year é&%iege articulation as-
one which has éignificant potential., Having beenyinvolyed in
Virginia in an attempt to achieve acceptante of just one partiéular
community college coufse in an academic program at a nearby receiv-
ing university, the author would like' to noté that it required a
period of negotiations of over four months and thén with the result’
that it was designed\almosf totally according teo the university speci-

Y

fications. Hopefully this agreement will be binding for some
¢ .

time, but no real guarantee exists. Course by course articulation
is a slow, demanding process for both the sending and receiving
institutions at best. Some further comments on the Virginia plan

are contained in the appendix to this paper.

A Proposed Plan for Articulation Between Two- and Four-Year Colleges

The foll&@ing suggested plan is designed to ‘assist students

19
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in their transfer from a public two-ycar community collcge to a
~ . iy N : . 7

state college or university. The adoption of ‘these recommendations .
would avoid the necessity for course and program agreements between
sending and receiving institutions. The articulation procedures

would be mandated rather than voluntary. The recommendations are

&

¢onstructed to assuregghat students who have completed a prescribed

v

course in a community college with an associate degree would be

able to begin upper-division copurses in their major in a four-year -
; .

state institution without taking additional lower-division courses.

' * S

Such assurance is made provided that the student does not change ]

his major from that designated by his associate degree. No such
guarantee can be expected if the major is changed. -

Recommendation I: It should not ‘be assumed that a
student with an associate degree from a public community
acollege ig guaranteed acceptance into a program at any
particular school in the stdte, but he must be guaranteed
. such acceptance in a state senior college. .j

This recommendation is based~on the belief that a student's higher
education should ﬁot be terminated at the end of two years because
of inability fg achleve admission to a state senior college,
Students enrolled in two-year colleges should be recognized as ’ "
being'enrolled in the higher education.system.of the stete. This
recommenéation alsd recognizes that the mifsions of all state schools .
are ﬁpt the same ana that, space allocations are not the same at

511 schools. An articulation'cemmittee should be established:
under the state coordinat;ﬁg body for hi‘Eer education (gil but

two states'haye such a body) which should adjudicate any admi;sion\

problems that arise from thiP recommendatiop.j y
;;t




-

, Recommendation II:° The state coordznatzng body for o
., ‘higher educution should mandate that' all state four- . w
o year institutions publish a list of equivalent lower-
division courses (or acceptable substitutes) by program
s ., -and number, basegd on the course descriptipns provided
by at least those community colleges from whieh most
of their. transfer students are received.

I

Forvstates w1th state-wide communlty college systems and standard-

+

ized course descriptions this task is simplified, of course. It
* N
should be mnoted that'the design of theaupberddivision brograms
would Be the autonomous respon51b111ty of the rece1v1ng 1nst1tu-
! /> »".

tJOl’l ! ¢ " .' o - ’ N ;‘

Recommendation III: Community colleges should design

programs based on information contained in the above

four-year institution publications. Supplementary to

this, particuldr attention should be given to achieving .
( the closest artfculation wzth coZZeges receiving the ‘

mgjority of their students .

The communlty colleges would have autonomy in designing their own
programs which best fit the needs of their students both as to
‘their characteristics and their future degree plans.. Course equi-
. valences should only be guidelines. - .
Recommendation IV: State four-year institutions receiv-
ing transfer students with an associate degree should ‘
require no additional lower-division work provided the )
. student does not change his academic major from that
¥ deszgqated by his associate degree.
The confequences of these recommendations may be summarized
as follows. They require no strict policies as to adherence to
identical parallel courses on the lower-division level, thus,
éliminating a great number qf articulation questions. Many
- . ' v
writers in.this area have expressed concern over the"rigidity of
.four-year colleges demariding nearly 'exact parallel courses. The

recommendations recognize that faculty and administrators of

- community colleges can best determine in the Qight of senior college
. R .

RIC ' a0
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program requirements what are the most appropriate means. of prepa-
: R .o [ 3 . s v -

* ¢

ration\for,their students? -The community colleges are given more

a

freedom in ¢ourse planning, but this is acco%panied by an Eﬁplied

4 H

accountabrllty for the future success ‘of their students' in the

.

The autonomy of the senior 1nst1tutlons

i

four—ye&r 1nst1tutlon;

- .-.J

is preserved by prﬁ%criblng the1r requlremehts €or the upper-

It is apparent that this, plan places mof% emphasis

+

divisidn major.

on program de51gn, thus 1nvolv1ng the facultles more than counselors

and adm1ss1ons offlcers in the transfer process.

v

The most import@pt consequence is th§t'the student benefits
; ¢

from these recommendatlons by not 5p51ng credit or time and hope-

.
K

fully rece1v1ng better preparatlon for his major in, a part1cular )

¥

state school. However, the plhn does placé respons1b111ty ‘on the~

- -

icular school

student‘to assess his chances pf success at ahy pa

®
based on information arisin

the plan. W ?

14

As Klntzer has sa1d, artlculatlon is both a process and an
‘s

.

This plan offers a process, and it is believed that ﬁt

attitude.

would improve mutual respect between faculties of fwo-' and four—
year colleges through,a new. parﬁnership relation with specific

“a : . :v . ;

§

areas of autonomy. R &

P :
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APPENDIX'

SOME COMMENTS ON STATE-LEVEL
O ARTICULATION, EFFORTS” IN VIRGINIA

In V1rg1n1a the State Council of Higher Educatlon is respon-'

\; -

.

slble for developlng and ma1nta1n1hg'a coord1nated system o{ higher
educatlon. [29] Through its Articulation Advdsowy Committee it~
,has develbpedtguidelihes for promoting articulation between two-*
yedr chlieges and four-year colleges-and universities inFVirginia.
The gu1de11nes as ﬁpdated June 8 1972 ‘very clearly place the
four -year institutions in the position of being.able to call the
-shots as far as the transfer student is concerned There I's no
mention of program area meetlngs between the two- and four- year
colleges ds a vehlclc for improved art1cu1atlon The only suggest-
ion in the gu1de11nes for cooperatlon between these two bodies 1s
that they should establlsh procedures to provide counselors and
advisors with 1nformatlon pertinent to transfer. One would not

)
expect- guldellnes to be procedural in the sense that specific detalls

of articulation methods would be given; however, one might eXpeCt

to find the guidélines for promgting articulation to be more
¢« T e
profound, or useful, than the one which reads:

The evaluatlon of transfer courses by four-year institutions should

serve to inform the individual student at the time of admission how

far he has advanced toward his degree objective and what residence

and subject requirements must still be met. [29] N

It is at this point that the transfer student receives his greaté/t
e

disappointment if the evaluation_process tells him that he has

a lot of catching up to do. This guide}ine in no way can be

o!

construed as an aid to articulation. The student should long

<3
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

v
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= before this time know what is expthcd of him at a number of

o
. -

scn1or colicges~1n “the state. , .
. ‘: Guldellne II/from the State Council is perhaps, -under
' {
ex1st1ng condltlons 1n Vlrglnlaz the most useful “to .the transfer

~

e ' .- N Qe _.\"t
student., Itf states’ : T S S ..

Two yea‘r college students should *be eﬁcquragcd to choose as early
. as p0551b}e the four-year institution. am{ program into which, they -

. © expect to transfer in oxder to plan programs which may “include all

Yower-division requirements-of the ;our yecar institutions. [29] .
. .
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